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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
_______________ 

 
BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

_______________ 
 

DIGITAL GLOBAL SYSTEMS, INC., 
Petitioner, 

 
v. 
 

DEEPSIG INC., 
Patent Owner. 
____________ 

 
IPR2025-00194 

Patent 11,777,540 B1 
_______________ 

 
 

Before WILLIAM V. SAINDON, ROBERT J. WEINSCHENK, and 
ANDREW L. NALVEN, Administrative Patent Judges. 
 
WEINSCHENK, Administrative Patent Judge. 
 
 
 

ORDER 
Conduct of the Proceeding 

37 C.F.R. § 42.5  
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I. INTRODUCTION 

On May 6, 2025, Judges Saindon, Weinschenk, and Nalven held a 

telephone conference call with counsel for Digital Global Systems, Inc. 

(“Petitioner”) and counsel for DeepSig Inc. (“Patent Owner”).  This Order 

summarizes statements made during the conference call. 

II. ANALYSIS 

Petitioner requested authorization to file a motion to strike portions of 

Patent Owner’s Updated Mandatory Notices (Paper 7).  According to 

Petitioner, Patent Owner’s Updated Mandatory Notices included improper 

argument.  During the conference call, the parties agreed that the Board 

would expunge Paper 7 from the record, and Patent Owner would refile its 

Updated Mandatory Notices without the portions that Petitioner identified as 

improper argument. 

III. ORDER 

It is hereby 

ORDERED that Paper 7 is expunged from the record.  
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For PETITIONER: 
 
Brian Eutermoser 
Chris Campbell 
KING & SPALDING LLP 
beutermoser@kslaw.com 
ccampbell@cooley.com 
 
 
For PATENT OWNER: 
 
Wayne M. Helge 
James T. Wilson 
BUNSOW DE MORY LLP 
whelge@bdiplaw.com 
jwilson@bdiplaw.com 
 
Amit Singhal 
ROSSI, KIMMS & MCDOWELL LLP 
amitsinghal@rkmllp.com 
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